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Current Topics. 


Change of Publishing Offices. 


It MAY BE convenient if we announce on this page that we 
are changing our publishing offices, and that in future they will 
be at the Head Offices of The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, 
Limited, Oyez House, 104-107 Fetter Lane, E.C.A, where all 
communications, editorial or publishing, should be sent. 


The late Mr. Frank Evans. 


By THE peEATH of Mr. Frank Evans, which oceurred last 
week, Lincoln's Inn loses one of its leading company lawyers, 
and those who were privileged to know him lose a genial and 
valued friend. Called to the Bar in 1876, he was at first attached 
to the Northern Circuit-—his home had been at Oldham-—and 
practised in the Lancaster Chancery Court. But he migrated to 
London and became associated with the late Sir Francis PALMER, 
whom he assisted in several editions of his well-known books. 
PALMER was not, indeed, the first in the field, and some of the 
older practitioners used to say that he acquired too easily a 
reputation for work which he really inherited from others. But 
if Patmer did not make company law and company precedents, 
his books had a very important effect on their development, and 
by good fortune his career coincided with the enormous increase 
of company promotion which took place in the latter part of 
last century. Under such auspices, and aided by his own industry 
and talents, Frank Evans acquired an extensive practice, largely 
in the same branch of law ; but he managed to carry on at the 
same time his work as a law reporter. Originally, we understand, 
this was for the Law Times; but he joined the staff of the Law 
Reports some thirty years ago, being originally attached to the 
court of the Companies Judge, and he also reported for the 
Times Law Reports. His notes on company law in The Law 
Quarterly were a well-known feature of that Review. It was in 
April, 1917, that we had the pleasure in these columns of joining 
in congratulating him on the brilliant performance of his son, 
Commander R. E. R. Evans, when that officer in command of 
the “ Broke,” and in company with the “ Swift,’ under Com- 
mander A. M. Peck—another Lincoln’s Inn name—defeated six 
German destroyers off Dover. Naturally, this was a feat of 
which Frank Evans was immensely proud. He met with an 
accident a few years ago which probably left him the less equal 
to resist the sudden attack of illness which ended fatally. Great 
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learning; and great experience in company law and drafting, 
marked him as one of the eminent experts who are the mainstay 
of the profession, though little known to the world at large. 


The Legislation of the Session. 


Tue Session of Parliament which has just concluded was 
marked perhaps, more by what it did not do than what it did do. 
With such purely political measures as the German Reparation 
(Recovery) Act, and the Safeguarding of Industries Act, we are 
not concerned. Possibly they consumed Parliamentary time 
which might have been given to more useful objects. As is 
well known, the agricultural policy of the country has been 
changed, and the Corn Production Acts, 1917 and 1920—the 
latter being Part I of the Agriculture Act, 1920—are repealed 
by the Corn Production Acts (Repeal) Act; but the amendments 
of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, contained in Part II of 
the Act of 1920, remain, and some well-known slips in that part 
have been corrected by the Agriculture (Amendment) Act. 
Measures for the protection of animals against cruelty have been 
passed in the Captive Birds Shooting (Prohibition) Act, the 
Protection of Animals Act (1911) Amendment Act (which pro- 
hibits the coursing of animals in enclosed spaces from which they 
have no reasonable chance of escape), and the Importation of 
Plumage (Prohibition) Act. A further step has been taken in 
harmonizing the marriage lawsin the Deceased Brother's Widow’s 
Marriage Act, and the dentists have obtained a Dental Board 
and the advantages of registration by the Dentists Act. Measures 
of consolidation are the Education Act and the Trusts (Scotland) 
Act, and the Licensing Act should not be overlooked. The 
Coroners Act increases the remuneration of those officers, and 
the Supreme Court Officers (Retirement, &c.) Act carries out the 
scheme of retirement and pensions which we recently explained. 
Another Housing Act has been added to the growing series of 
those statutes which constitute a body of legislation by reference 
which for difficulty and complication is perhaps unparalleled. 
And we should add the Indian Divorces (Validity) Act, which 
with commendable promptitude rectified the mistake as to the 
Indian Divorce Act, 1869, revealed after fifty years by Key $ Vv. 
Keyes (1921, P. 204; ante, p. 435) ; and the Railway Act, which 
is the fruit of the two years’ period for consideration of transport 
policy allowed by the Ministry of Transport Act, 1919; and, of 
course, there is the Finance Act which each year brings. 


The Failures of the Session 


Tue rattures of Bills which had a large measure of support 
has been very marked. We have already referred to the Law 
of Property Bill. The omission of the Government to facilitate 
the consideration of this Bill in the House of Commons, although 
it was sent down from the Lords in ample time, has not yet been 
explained. A very useful measure which only just failed was the 
Guardianship of Infants Bill. We gather that, practically, 
there was no opposition, but technically it was opposed, and 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, rendered cautious probably by the fate of the 
Criminal Law Amendment Bill, excluded it from the final rush. 
This latter Bill failed in consequence of the House of Commons 
inserting, without any instructed consideration, a clause making a 
grave and —it may be suggested—very undesirable change in the 
criminal law. The House of Lords declined to allow this to be 
incorporated in the Bill without proper regard to its consequences, 
and when the Bill got back to the House of Commons it was 
dropped for reasons which to the public are difficult of compre- 
hension. The Children of Unmarried Parents Bill was lost in a 
somewhat similar way. It proposed to make changes in the 
amount to be paid under affiliation orders and in the mode of 
collection, and as to the utility of this there appears to have been 


no question. But it also contained a clause of legitimation by 


subsequent marriage, and this wrecked it at the last moment 
in the House of Lords. It was not, as of old, a case of Nolumus 
leges Angliae mutari, but the House, which seems to have looked 
quite favourably on the proposal, required more time to consider 








its practical effect on matters of title. To the list of failures 
must be added the Matrimonial Causes Bill. On the whole the 
Session has hardly been a successful one as regards legislation, 


The Right to Dual Accommodation in Rent Restriction 
Cases. 

A POINT oF interest which has twice arisen in reported cases 
under the Rent Restriction Act, 1920, concerns the application 
of the “ Alternative Accommodation ” rule in the case of premises 
which are not the principal residence of the tenant. We need 
hardly say that under s. 5 (1) of the Rent Restriction Act, 1920, 
in the case of any premises to which that statute applies, a 
landlord can only obtain an order for the recovery of a dwelling- 
house, the tenancy of which has expired apart from statutory 
protection under the Act, in seven cases specified in paragraphs 
of that sub-section. In some of these seven cases he has to show 
that ‘“‘ alternative accommodation ”’ is available for the tenant, 
which is reasonably equivalent in suitability to that which the 
tenant at present enjoys. No doubt, in inserting this condition, 
the Legislature had only in mind the case of tenants whose 
essential residence is the subject of the proceedings. But no 
such restriction on its meaning appears in the statute, and there- 
fore the question of “alternative accommodation” can be 
raised even in the case of a “ week-end” cottage, or premises 
let out for profit by a tenant living elsewhere. In Flint v. Lad 
37 T.L.R., 708) the application of the Act in such a case was 
considered for the first time. Here a woman employed in a 
public-house and living on the premises had a week-end cottage, 
and there was medical evidence that the use of this cottage was 
essential to her health. The Divisional Court upheld a decision 
of the county court judge refusing possession on the ground that 
he considered it “‘ unreasonable ” to make an order in all the facts 
of the case. There no express decision on the point was given, 
since the judge had not refused an order on the ground that 
alternative accommodation must be available in such a case, but 
in the exercise of his over-riding discretion to refuse an order, 
whatever the facts, if he thinks it unreasonable to make one. 


Hardship and Alternative Accommodation 

IN THE second case, Cruise v. Terrell (37 T.L.R., 936), which 
was decided by Dar.ine, J., the same point was again discussed, 
but again a decision was not in fact given owing to other circum- 
stances. ‘Two ladies employed and living in London occupied 
a week-end cottage in the country. An attempt was made to 
show that it was their principal residence, but this was obviously 
not the case in view of the evidence, and the judge proceeded on 
thé assumption that the cottage was a mere secondary abode, 
a “pleasure house”’ he called it. The landlord did not offer 
alternative accommodation for the ladies themselves, but did 
offer accommodation for their furniture. This the learned judge 
did not consider a sufficient compliance with the statute, and had 
the case depended on “ alternative accommodation ” he would 
have refused an order for recovery of possession by the landlord. 
As a matter of fact, however, the landlord had purchased the 
premises before October, 1917, and wanted them for the occupa- 
tion of a gamekeeper in the whole-time employment of a tenant 
of his, in which case the section does not require proof of the 
existence of “ alternative accommodation,” but enables the court 
to give possession if it considers there is “ greater hardship ” 
in refusing possession to the landlord than in taking away the 
cottage from the tenant (sect. 5 (1) (d) (iv). His Lordship con- 
sidered that this was a case of “ greater hardship,” and on that 
ground alone gave the landlord possession. So that here again 
no definite ruling on the question of dual premises was given. 


Native Law in our African Colonies 

Tue Institut Colonial Internationale has just published an 
exceptionally interesting work which adds greatly to our under- 
standing of native law in our African possessions. The treatise 
has a lengthy title: “ Du Respect des coutumes Indigénes relatives 
aux biens et aux personnes dans I’ Afrique australe et centrale.” 
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The work is by Henri Ro xin, well known as the author of the 
standard treatise on East African law, namely, “Le Droit 
de L’Ugande.” The present book is a similar study of native 
laws in South and Central Africa, and it is a characteristic com- 
ment on our lack of thorough legal scholarship in England that 
the standard treatise on the native law of three British Colonies 
should have been left to a French jurist to write. The theme of 
the book is that native laws survive best in Crown Colonies ; 
they are replaced by European rules as to land and the family 
in self-governing Colonies to a much greater extent than in 
territories immediately under the Crown. Thus the Union of 
South Africa possesses many Native Reserves, e.g., Basutoland, 
Pondoland, Zululand, Bechuanaland, Griqualand, where the 
natives live under the nominal rule of their own tribal customs ; 
but South African law has superseded or modified native law in 
these territories to a much greater degree than in Northern 
Rhodesia or Nyasaland, or Kenya or Uganda, where the Crown 
still exercises direct rule. The result is a tendency for native 
customs to develop very differently in the two sets of territories, 
and a competition grows up between them as to which adaptation 
of old customs to European principles—the more conservative 
or the more advanced—is best for the economic and social 
welfare of the native. 


Limitation of Liability. 

WHEN COLLISION occurs between two vessels, the owners of 
the vessel in fault are normally entitled to claim a limitation of 
their liability to £8 or £15 per ton, according as damage has been 
done to property or to life, under the terms of s. 503 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894. But such aclaim to limit liability is defeated 
if the owners are themselves guilty of fault or privity in connection 
with the collision. An interesting illustration of this rule, 
and of the meaning which the court attaches to the expression 
“fault or privity of owners,” is afforded by The Bristol City 
(Times, 12th ult.), a decision of the President which was approved 
in the Court of Appeal. In this case, the “ Bristol City” left 
Cardiff bound for Bristol in tow of a tug. Her owners had arranged 
for two tugs, but the second tug did not appear, and so the 
marine superintendent-in-chief decided to procéed with one. 
The ship had just been built and was not yet registered ; she had 
engines fitted but no steam available, and was without proper 
anchor, windlassing, hawse pipes, and chain cables. She was 
manned by a crew of riggers. The weather becoming heavy, 
the ship broke loose from her tug and failed to anchor successfully, 
her only anchor being a patent affair with only 45 fathoms of 
wire attached. Failing to anchor with this mere substitute for 
an anchor, she drifted across the bows of another vessel and did 
her damage. The builders, who had not anticipated that their 
vessel would have only one tug, and had, therefore, not taken 
steps to provide the usual ship’s apparatus for a mere preliminary 
voyage of a few miles, took these proceedings to limit liability, 
but were met by the defence that they were guilty of “ fault or 
privity,” in sending the ship to sea in what was technically an 
unseaworthy condition. The President and the Court of 
Appeal sustained this plea, and refused to allow limitation 
of liability. The court was guided in its view by the opinion 
of the nautical assessors. 


Taxation not a Legal Necessary. 


In THE present state of English opinion, in a country burdened 
with taxation, no one is likely to differ from a decision of Mr. 
Justice Hit in the recent case of The Eva (37 T.L.R. 920). A 
Finnish ship had been seized in this country and sold by order of 
the court in an action by “ Necessaries Men,” i.¢., men who have 
advanced moneys for the necessary expenses required to enable 
a ship to proceed on its voyage, and who, therefore, have a 
maritime lien upon her. It was proved that by Finnish law the 
Government of Finland are entitled to 24 per cent. of the sale 
price of Finnish ships sold out of Finnish nationality. The 
Finnish Government claimed to be one of the parties to the fund 
in court arising as the result of the sale. Questions of priority 





arose, but these we need not consider. In the event, the judge 
accepted as claims against the fund, one by the master suing for 
wages and disbursements, one by the crew for wages, one by a 
ship's fitter in respect of repairs, and that of a merchant who 
had supplied necessaries; but he refused to recognise the claim 
of the Finnish Government to their 24 per cent. Their claim, 
he said, was really in the nature of the right to levy an export 
tax on ships, and therefore not a right ia rem at all; much less 
a legal necessary in respect of which a maritime lien can arise. 
And in any event, it did not seem clear that the right could arise 
upon a sale by a foreign court, as distinct from a voluntary sale 
of the ship by the owners. 





The Position of a Trustee. 


WE cANNoT tell whether * A Trustee ” is a solicitor, but whether 
he is or no, the interesting little book which has been written 
by him* shows a close acquaintance with the duties and responsi- 
bilities of executors and trustees, both from the popular and 
legal points of view. He says in his introductory chapter that 
his experience of fiduciary offices is wide and varied, and he has 
drawn on this experience for the benefit of his readers. He starts 
with the proving of a will and cautions an executor who as no 
beneficial interest from taking any active part in disputes over 
its validity. He has only to watch the fight with impartial 
indifference, and not, in the author's words, imitate the Irishman, 
“who, seeing two strangers at fisticuffs, inquired, ‘Is this a 
private fight or may anybody joinin?’”’ Thereby he renders 
himself liable to costs, which, afterall, are the chief consideration 
for a person in a fiduciary position. But, of course, if he has a 
big legacy at stake, the case is altered. 

One of the first practical points which is touched on is the 
apportionment of income between the estate of the testator, 
to which it is added as capital, and the beneficiaries. In most 
cases this is a mere matter of apportionment up to the testator’s 
death of a regularly accruing dividend or other income ; but 
difficulties sometimes arise, as in the case of interim dividends 
and arrears of preference dividends. As to the interim dividend 
itself, the rule appears to beclear. The testator has received it, 
and there is no apportionment ; not even where no final dividend 
is paid for the year. In this case the tenant for life gets nothing. 
But where a final dividend is received by the executor, the entire 
dividend has to be apportioned, subject to the rule that the estate 
returns nothing receivell during the testator’s life. The details of 
cases of apportionment are not given by “ A Trustee,” and would 
be beyond the scope of his book. But reference may be made 
to such a work as Hodsoll’s * Practical Accounts for Executors 
and Trustees ”’ (Stevens & Sons, Ltd.), pp. 131, et seq. The case 
of arrears of dividend or cumulafive preference shares is, says 
the author, another trap for the executor who tries to keep his 
accounts himself. If he has no knowledge of the legal decisions 
on the point, he will probably apportion to the estate all arrears 
that had accumulated before the death, and in so doing he will 
follow what till recently seems to have been a common practice. 
But the author points out that the correct method is to treat 
them as all accruing in respect of the year of payment, and he 
refers to Re Taylor's Trusts : Matheson v. Taylor (1905, 1 Ch. 734), 
in justification of this view. ‘To this may be added the later and 
still more relevant decision of Astpury, J., in Re Sale (1913, 
2 Ch. 697), which has established the practice on this footing. 

A good deal of practical wisdom is to be found in the chapters 
“On Making, Retaining and Realising Investments,” and 
“ On some Popular Fallacies respecting Investments.”” When the 
will is silent about investments, the way of the trustee is plain. 
He must realise non-trustee investments, and put the proceeds 
in trustee securities. His difficulties begin when the testator 
has authorised him to retain existing securities, or has given him 
a wide range of investments in which he can place the trust 


* Other People’s Money. By “ A Trustee.” Mills & Boon, Ltd. 2s. 6d. net, 
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moneys. The retention of investments is always a matter 
requiring great care, and as a rule the trustee will be well advised 
to place the responsibility on the court. “ The power to postpone, 
according to the true construction of the clause, is a power to 
postpone conversion for a reasonable time, for the benefit of the 
estate.” It is well to remember this observation of the late 
Lord Swinren in Re Marshall (1914, 1 Ch., at p. 202). But if 
the trustee chooses to rely on his judgment, and either to retain 
or make non-trustee investments, then he incurs a risk more or 
less substantial according to circumstances. “ Once,” says 
our author, * he steps outside the now fairly wide circle of statutory 
investments, a trustee is backing his own judgment, with a 
presumption against him.” And he declines to recognise the 
value of inside information. ‘“ When a trustee is investing on 
behalf of others an ounce of sound theory is worth more to him 
than a ton of City tips.” And “ A Trustee ” gives a few useful 
maxims for his guidance. The first is familiar to us on every ‘bus 

“ Safety first The others we leave the reader to peruse for 
himself, but the gist of them is that “ for the trustee the market 
is the safest of all guides, because it gives him from hour to hour 
and from day to day the greatest common measure of all interested, 
instructed and expert opinion.” 

We must pass over “ A Trustee's "’ discussion of the difficulties 
which trustee and beneficiary alike have with the authorities 
in regard to the repayment of income tax in cases where annuities 
are given free of tax. We gather that in view of an unreported 
case of Meehing v. Inland Revenue Commissioners of 2nd June, 
1920, the Commissioners have revised their practice and made 
it impracticable alike for trustees and residuary legatees to 
obtain repayment of income tax paid in excess of what the 
annuitant would, apart from the special direction, have to 
The result, “ A Trustee”’ says, squares neither with 
common-sense nor equity. And we cannot do more than touch 
upon his strictures on the decision of EvE, Bus in Re Salomon 
(1920, 1 Ch. 200), which makes it imperative for an executor, 
if he wants to protect both the residuary legatees and himself, 
to pay an infant's vested legacy into court. He must not invest 
the amount in trustee securities and appropriate them to the 
legacy. If he does, and they depreciate, the legatee on coming 
of age can say,” Pay me in full in cash,” and though the executor 
may be protected, the legatee can claim against the residuary 


bear 


legatee. The author comments 
“The expenses of paying the legacy into court may fall on the 
estate or on the legacy ; those of getting it out again will fall on the 
legatee, and since the court will invest the money in Consols, or some 
other court security, there will be exactly the same risk of depreciation 
as if the executor had made a similar investment, although nobody will be 
liable to make it good, 

The ttalies are the author's. Other interesting chapters are 
those on the choice of executors and trustees, including the choice 
of solicitors for those offices, and on the Public Trustee and on 
banks and other corporations as trustees. The author is averse 
to the appointment of solicitors with a remuneration clause. 
This is the view usually taken by Judges, and he recalls that it 
was expressed in 1891 by Mr. W. M. Wavrers in his presidential 
address of that vear to the Law Society. But in practice the 
clause has become common form whenever a solicitor is appointed. 
‘A Trustee,” we gather, thinks the interests of the family 
solicitor are best protected by the appointment of the Public 
Trustee, who, as he points out, and as we have noted recently, 
is careful, whenever possible, to observe the family connection 
in this respect. 

The general question of the choice of a trustee and his accept- 
ance of the office is discussed in the opening chapter. The 
ideal trustee must, among other qualifications, be hard-hearted, 
but this sort of person will not accept the office, for his motive 
in doing so is to oblige. ‘‘ The nearest thing to him is the rich, 
leisured, prudent, honest man, who makes a hobby of book- 
keeping, and is prepared to commit judicious breaches of trust 
with his eyes open and at his own expense. But he, after all, 
is not so much a trustee as a fairy godfather.” This follows 
Lord Linp.ey’s dictum that it is the business of a trustee to 
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comuiit judicious breaches of trust. It is not every book connected 
with the law that can be read at a sitting with unflagging interest, 
but * Other People’s Money ” falls within this class. 





Two Forgotten Jurists: Machiavelli 
and Montesquieu. 


In a series of interesting articles this month (18th el seg.) The 
Times has traced back to the source from which it is plagiarised 
that extraordinary compilation, ‘‘ Protocols of the Elders of Sion,” 
which has recently given such heart to the anti-Semitic parties 
throughout Europe, and which bids fair to rank among the great 
literary forgeries of History, along with the famous ‘‘ False 
Decretals ’’ and the ‘‘ Donation of Constantine,’’ on which the 
early Popes based their claim to temporal power. The so-called 
‘ Protocols ” are a fictitious compilation, purporting to represent 
the views of a great Jewish conspiracy throughout the world, 
the object of which is to found the *‘ Kingdom of Sion”’ on earth, 
and to give the world a King from the House of David. This 
extraordinary forgery was issued to the world in 1905, by a fanatical 
Russian bureaucrat, Sergei Nilus, an adherent of the Black 
Hundreds in their fell attacks on democracy in the land of the 
Czar. Nilus professed to have received it from a Russian spy, 
who had attended a secret meeting of the conspiracy in Paris 
and made a summary of its Minutes. The forgery was at once 
exposed, and no one took it seriously outside Russia. In 1917, 
however, after the Russian Revolution, the Czarist reactionaries 
revived thisline of campaignagainst the Jews, and it found credence 
owing to the fact that so many of the Bolshevik leaders, like 
socialists leaders everywhere, are Jews. Editions were published 
in every European language and at least one great English 
newspaper, which might have been expected to know better, 
seems to have fallen a credulous victim of this absurd canard. 

As a matter of fact, the forgery is palpable. But it is only now 
that the Times has succeeded in completely exposing it. The 
work from which the plagiarist compiled his forgery has been 
discovered. It is a French political pamphlet, published at 
Brussels in 1865, by a French journalist, called Maurice Joly, 
who was a bitter opponent of the Despotism of Louis Napoleon, 
and soon afterwards suffered imprisonment at its hands. His 
pamphlet is styled ‘‘ Dialogue aux Enfers entre Machiavel and 
Montesquieu, ou la Politique de Machiavel au XIX Siécle, 
par un Contemporain.”’ It consists of some 25 articles, of which 
the first seventeen have been almost literally copied by the 
compiler of the ‘‘ Protocols,”’ and the remaining eight, which deal 
with finance, more slightly modified to suit Twentieth Century 
conditions. Its object is to satirise the system of Napoleon, and to 
suggest foritan origin inthe Illuminati, Carbonari, and other Secret 
Societies of which that strange and enigmatic figure had once been 
@ member, but which deemed him a traitor and sought 
his destruction after he had achieved the throne. The form is an 
imaginary dialogue between Machiavelli and Montesquieu on the 
structure which modern society should adopt in order to conform 
with the principles enunciated by Machiavelli in “ the Prince.” 
The dialogue is of interest if only because it recalls the fact that 
modern jurisprudence owes more to the thinking of these two 
great writers than it does to any of their successors. The debt 
is often forgotten and therefore we propose to discuss it in some 
little detail. 

There are two principles which lie at the root of the present- 
day theory of jurisprudence. The first is that the state is 
Sovereign, that all laws are its commands, and that it can make 
what laws it pleases—unrestrained by any moral considerations. 
This seems to us so obvious, that we are apt to forget the 
modernity of the theory. Assuredly, in the Middle Ages, no one 
would have enunciated it forone moment! Medizval Law assumed 
that the customs of the people were absolute and unchange- 
able, except when they were in conflict with the law of God, 
as expressed in the Canon Law. Then the customs had to give 
way to Canon Law. Ordinary statutes were but declarations 
of the Common Law, i.e., customary law. <A brand new principle 
in a new statute was unthinkable. Statutes or Equity might in 
fact change the law, but they did so under the guise of maintaining 
it, i.e., by means of a legal fiction. It was the Renaissance 
and the new Humanist party who changed all this. The 
Humanists attacked the authority of Aristotle in scholarship, 
of the Canon Law in morals, and of the customary laws in juris- 
prudence. On each of these three grounds they fought a stern 
battle with their conservative opponents, the Scholastics. In 
the end they won all along the line. And in jurisprudence 
their victory was as marked as it was in Religion and in Learning. 
The Commands of the Sovereign became regarded as laws 
binding on all his subjects. This doctrine, fully stated in Hobbes, 
is really a Renaissance doctrine, and the first individual to put it 
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dearly in writing was Nicholas Machiavelli. ‘‘ The Prince ”’ 
is essentially a statement of this doctrine of the absolute power 
and authority of a Sovereign to make what laws he pleases. 
The same doctrine, put forward to-day by democrats as a common- 
place of jurisprudence, but claimed on behalf of the Democratic 
State, not of an absolute prince,is accepted almost as a postulate. 
Yet its moral foundation is very doubtful. When put forward 
by Machiavelli, in the ‘‘ Prince,” on behalf of a despot, it is easier 
for the modern democrat to see that the will of the state is not 
necessarily either ethical or defensible. 

Machiavelli was a patriotic Florentine of the fifteenth century, 
who sincerely loved his little City-State. He saw this little state 
threatened with destruction at the hands now of a French invader, 
now of a German, now of the Spaniard. He saw that, in order 
to survive, it must pursue a path of stern self-abnegation to the 
united will of its despo‘ic prince and of ruthless intrigue. Old 
customs must go, when they conflicted with the rule Salus 
Republicae Suprema Lex, even as in England during the late 
war our most treasured liberties had to be surrendered in the 
real or supposed interests of national safety. He saw that the 
sanctity of the Church must be abandoned when truth-telling 
would mean ruin to the State, just as our war-diplomacy felt it 
necessary to adopt a policy of propaganda and publicity on behalf 
of our war aims which can scarcely be reconciled with a simple 
ethical creed. So with ruthless logical consistency, he arrived 
at his grand rule that the safety of the State is the concern of 
the Prince, that the laws of the State are his means of securing 
its safety, and that his commands must be obeyed with the same 
unfailing obedience which a soldier yields to his general. This 
view prevailed. For nearly three centuries the doctrine that 
the sovereign was above the moral law prevailed in Europe. 
It produced Louis XIV and Frederick the Great as well as lesser 
despots. And it is the forgotten origin of our own Austinian 
doctrine of the sovereignty of Parliament and the character of 
laws as commands of the Sovereign. 

The second principle which lies at the root of modern juris- 
prudence is very different and has a different origin. It is 
based on the idea of development. It regards a system of law 
as @ growing thing, like a plant or an animal. The customs of 
any historical epoch in the life of a nation represent its social 
plan of life for the time being ; therefore they are called its laws, 
just as the vital forces governing the animal or the plant are its laws 
of nature. But the society grows, like the plant, and as it grows, 
its customs change, because its social plan of life is undergoing 
modification. It is adapting itself to a changed economic environ- 
ment. Hence, in each successive epoch the laws of a nation 
change, because they grow. But the change is not in its real 
essence the work of a sovereign or a legislature using commands. 
It is the growth of the original customs, in accordance with the 
social plan, and in conformity with the needs of the new environ- 
ment. The society is the same, its plan of life is the same; its 
laws are the same—only grown up from being a kitten into a 
cat. The judge and the legislator may think themselves origin- 
ators of the change, but in reality, they only interpret it and give 
it a fixed form. This doctrine of the evolution of society was 
taught by Montesquieu in his Ksprit de Lois, published in 1748, 
during the great movement of the “ Illumination” and the 
“ Philosophers ’’ in Eighteenth Century France. 

These two principles, that of Machiavelli and that of Montes- 
uieu, the doctrine that the state is above the moral law and the 
octrine that the state must develop its laws in accordance 
with the moral law, to meet new economic conditions, are the 
foundation of every modern tendency in jurisprudence. 
The judge who exalts the prerogative in time of war follows 
Machiavelli; the judge who applies the rules of equity to new 
circumstances follows Montesquieu. ‘ Allen’s case”’ is a decision 
of the Machiavelli type; the recent contrary pronouncement of 
the Irish Master of the Rolls is in the spirit of Montesquieu. 
It is not an accident that the one is the decision of a Common 
Law judge, the other of a Chancery Judge. If the Common Law 
loves the Prerogative, our Equity loves the rules of morality. 
This dualism extends all through our legal system, and is the clue 
to many actions and_ reactions in the tendencies of our judicial 
interpretation of the laws of England. 








Res Judicate. 
Conflicting Statutes of Limitation. 


\ most important point of summary jurisdiction practice came 
before the Divisional Court in Gould & Co. Ltd. v. Houghton 
(ante, p. 344). The appellants were wholesale dealers in an 
article of food. The retailers were summoned for selling in an 
adulterated state, contrary to s. 6 of the Sale of Foods and Drugs 
Act, 1875, an article supplied by the wholesale dealers. The 
retailers pleaded guilty, but alleged that they had sold the article 
Precisely as received from the wholesale dealers. The latter 








were summoned, accordingly, on a charge of “aiding and 
abetting "’ the retailers in the commission of the offence. Now, 
we need hardly say, the general rule of limitation, under s. 11 
of the Summary Jurisdiction Act of 1848, is that in the absence 
of any special statutory provision, proceedings under the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts must be commenced within six months of the 
date of the alleged offence. But in the case of prosecutions 
under s. 6 of the Foods and Drugs Act, 1875, the normal period of 
limitation is twenty-eight days only, as provided by s. 19 of that 
statute; this applies wherever, as in the present case, it is 
necessary for the purchaser to take a sample and get a test made. 
The appellants, in this case, were not proceeded against within 
twenty-eight days, and they set up the statutory bar. The reply 
was that they were not being prosecuted under s. 6 or any other 
section of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, but under s. 5 
of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848—the celebrated section 
which provides that ‘ every person who shall aid, abet, counsel, 
or procure the commission of any offence, punishable on summary 
conviction, shall be liable to be proceeded against and convicted 
for the same, either with the principal offender or before or after 
his conviction, and shall be liable on conviction ’’ to the punish- 
ment prescribed by the statute for the principal offender. — It 
was argued that here the wholesale dealer was not being tried 
at the same time as the principals, but after them, and that 
therefore they were being tried for a separate statutory offence 
not subject to the special limitation of twenty-eight days under 
the Act of 1875, but subject to the general limitation of six 
months. This is a very pretty point. But it so happens that 
still another statute, the Accessories and Abettors Act, 1861, 
s. 8, provides that ‘ whoever shall aid, abet, counsel, or procure 
the commission of any misdemeanour,”’ either at common law 
or by statute, “is liable to be tried, indicted, and punished as a 
principal.”’ So the court took the view that a person accused of 
‘aiding and abetting ’’ under s. 5 of the Summary Jurisdiction 
Act of 1848 must be deemed by virtue of s. 8 of the Accessories 
and Abettors Act, 1861, to be tried as a principal, i.e., his offence 
is the identical offence committed by the principal, and not a 
different kind of statutory offence. That being so, the wholesale 
dealers here were accused of an offence under s. 6 of the Sale of 
foods and Drugs Act, 1875, and therefore entitled to the benefit 
of the twenty-eight days’ limitation conferred by s. 19 of the same 
Act. The result seems common sense, but on the strict logical 
interpretation of these complex and intricate statutory provisions, 
the decision might equally well have been the other way. 


The Distinction between Expounding and 
Amending an Award. 


The law is necessarily full of distinctions which to the layman 
appear very fine. One such distinction is to be found illustrated 
by the decision of a Divisional Court in Sutherland & Co. v. 
Hanneviq Bros. Lid. (1921, 1 K.B. 336). Under s. 7 (e) of the 
Arbitration Act, 1889, an arbitrator can correct an “ error 
arising from any accidental slip or omission.”’ In the present 
case the arbitrator, in his award, allocated certain costs to one 
of the disputants. The latter, unaware whether these costs 
included all or only a partef the costs in the case, wrote to the 
arbitrator asking for an explanation. The arbitrator then 
purported to amend his award on the ground that he had 
accidentally omitted several words from his award which would 
have made clear that the costs awarded were the larger, and not 
the smaller, of two amounts which its actual wording left. primi 
facie equally possible interpretations ef the award. The court 
held that here the arbitrator, although professing to “ amend ” 
his award by correcting an accidental slip, was, in facet, 
‘expounding ”’ its meaning, otherwise ambiguous, by adding 
words which made it plain. But an arbitrator is not entitled 
to ‘““expound”’ the meaning of his own words; that is the 
business of the courts oflaw. Therefore his purported amendment 
was ultra vires and invalid. 


Actions by Mixed Firms of Alien Amis and 
Alien Enemies. 

\ novel point worth noting came up in Re Sutherland (Duchess) : 
Bechoff & Co. v. Bubna (ante, p. 513). An action was commenced 
against a British subject by a foreign firm consisting of two 
French subjects and a German subject. The action was to 
recover a debt, contracted within English jurisdiction ; and the 
alien enemy neither resided nor carried on business in an enemy 
state. A sequestrator was subsequently appointed in respect 
of his property. The question was whether the sequestrator was 
a necessary party to the suit, and Mr. Justice Eve held that he 
was not, as the German subject neither resided nor carried on 
business in an enemy state. The point is not likely now to arise 
in respect of German or Austrian nationals, but, of course, it 
may still arise in the case of a Turkish subject, since war with 
Turkey is still officially in existence. 
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In Parliament. 


New Statutes. 


On 17th August the Royal Assent was given to : 

Corn Sales Act, 1921. 

Juries (Emergency Provisions) (Renewal) Act, 1921. 

Territorial Army and Militia Act, 1921. 

Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Act, 1921. 

Admiralty Pensions Act, 1921. 

Isle of Man (Customs) Act, 1921. 

Greenwich Hospital Act, 1921. 

Licensing Act, 1921. 

Land Settlement Amendment Act, 1921. 

Water Undertakings (Modification of Charges) Act, 1921 

Duchy of Lancaster (Application of Capital Moneys) Act, 1921. 
And to a number of Provisional Orders, Local and Private Acts. 


On 19th August the Royal Assent was given to: 

Appropriation Act, 1921. 

Safeguarding of Industries Act, 1921. 

Corn Production Acts (Repeal) Act, 1921. 

War Pensions Act, 1921. 

Criminal Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1921. 

Education Act, 1921. 

Exchequer and Audit Departments Act, 1921. 

Expiring Laws Continuance Act, 1921. 

Public Works Loans Act, 1921. 

tailways Act, 1921. 

Supreme Court Officers (Retirement, Pensions, &c.) Act, 1921. 

Telegraph (Money) Act, 1921. 

Trusts (Scotland) Act, 1921. 

Irish Railways (Settlement of Claims) Act, 1921. 

Shops (Early Closing) Act (1920) Amendment Act, 1921 
And to a number of Provisional Orders, Local and Private Act: 


House of Commons. 


Questions. 
INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF COMMERCE, 

Major Barnerr (St. Pancras) asked the President of the Board of 
Trade whether an international institute of commerce has been established 
at the Palais d’ Egmont, Brussels, to collect and publish statistics and 
information relating to commercial laws and treaties ; whether this institute 
had its origin in a meeting held before the War in Brussels at which the 
British Minister to Belgium signified the adherence of his country to the 
scheme; and whether the United Kingdom has made any, and what, 
contribution to the institute which is to be opened by His Majesty the King 
of the Belgians on 4th October ? 

Sir W. Mrrcene.t-Tuomson: By an International Convention signed at 
Brussels on 31st December,1913,it was arranged to establish an International 
jureau of Commercial Statistics, and a contribution to the expenses of 
this bureau was undertaken on behalf of His Majesty's Government. The 
institute to which my hon. and gallant Friend refers had its origin in a 
meeting of the International Parliamentary Conference at Paris in 1919, 

and is not the result of any International Convention. His Majesty's 
Government have not undertaken any obligation to contribute to the 
expenses of this institute. 


LEGAL MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT (CROWN CASES). 

Mr. E. Harmsworru (Isle of Thanet) asked the Attorney-General how 
many briefs have been distributed to members of the present House of 
Commons by the present Government ; and how many members have been 
80 briefed directly or indirectly ? 

Sir G. Hewarr: In the period of two years and eight months to which 
the question refers, the number of members of this House, being also mem- 
bers of the Bar, who have been nominated to appear for the Crown in 
i cannot state the precise number 


particular cases is, | believe, eleven. 
(17th August. ) 


of briefs involved, but I know that it is small. 


PARTICULARS DELIVERED STAMP. 

Sir T. Bramspon (Portsmouth Central) asked the Attorney-General 
how many cases there were in England and Wales in the years 1913 and 1920, 
respectively, of the sales of properties in which particulars were delivered 
for the purposes of enabling the necessary stamps to be impressed under 
s. 4of the Finance Act (1909-10), L910, or any subsisting statutory modifica- 
tion thereof; and can he differentiate in this respect between London and 
the Provinces ? 

Sir R. Horne: For the year ended 3lst March, 1914, the Particulars 
Delivered stamp was impressed in England and Wales in 188,290 cases, of 
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which 19,763 related to properties in the Administrative County of London, 
The corresponding figures for the year ended 3lst March, 1921, were 
540,094 and 46,300. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS (ENACTMENTS). 


Mr. Lane-Fox (Barkston Ash) asked the Minister of Agriculture whether 
the Government can give an assurance that, during next Session, a Bill 
consolidating the various Acts affecting agriculture will be introduced, ig 
view of the great complexity of the various Acts recently passed and 
the great difficulty involved to all agriculturists thereby ? 

Mr. Parker: I have been asked to reply. The Minister of Agriculture 
will be glad to consider the introduction of a Bill next Session to con. 
solidate the Enactments relating to agricultural holdings, but he is not ing 
position to give a definite assurance on the subject at the present time. 

(18th August.) 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE ACT. 

Mr. Lyxe (Stratford) asked the Lord Privy Seal whether, in view of the 
gradual accumulation of antiquated Acts whose life is extended every year 
in the Expiring Laws Continuance Act, he will consider the desirability of 
closely examining all these Measures in order to see whether much of the 
matter they contain could be usefully eliminated from the Statute Book or 
modified on up-to-date lines ? 

Mr. Youne: Yes, sir. This question is now under examination by the 
Treasury. 

JUVENILE OFFENDERS. 

Lord H. Cavenpisu-Bentinck (Nottingham, South) asked the Home 
Secretary whether his attention has been called to the protest made by the 
Liverpool magistrate against the practice of sending children to prison 
on remand ; and whether he intends to take steps next Session to make this 
practice illegal ? 

Mr. Suortt : The answer to the first part of the question is in the negative, 
As regards the second part of the question, I would cal) the attention of the 
Noble Lord to s. 97 of the Children Act, 1908, under which it is already 
illegal for a court of summary jurisdiction to commit a child (i.¢., under 
fourteen years of age) to prison on remand. (19th August.) 


Bills Presented. 


The Juries Bill—‘ to amend the Law with respect to the preparation 
of jurors’ books and otherwise to amend the Law relating to jurors and 
juries in England and Wales,” presented by Mr. Shortt (Bill 215). 

(18th August.) 








New Orders, &c. 


German Debts under the Peace Treaty. 
The Controller of the Clearing Office (Enemy Debts) in view of agreements 
between the British Government and the Belgian and French Governments 
which are now awaiting ratification and which apply the procedure under 


, Article 296 of the Treaty of Versailles relating to pre-war debts to the claims 


of French and Belgian nationals resident in this country on 10th January, 
1920, desires to receive at the earliest possible moment the names and 
addresses of such claimants, together with the amounts of their claims. 
These claims must be confined to debts against German nationals as defined 
by the Article. A copy of the Treaty of Peace Order, 1919, containing 
the text of the Article may be obtained, price 2d., from H.M. Stationery 
Office, Imperial House, Kingsway, London, W.C.2. 


Commissions. 
COMPENSATION FOR WAR DAMAGE. 
A Royal Commission has been appointed :-— 

To consider cases in which there is a moral claim by British Nationals 
(other than those belonging to parts of the Empire to which a separate 
share of Reparation receipts has been allotted) for compensation for 
sufferings or damage arising out of the action of the enemy during the 
War within Annex I to Part 8 of the Treaty of Versailles ; and to make 
recommendations as to the distribution of a sum of not more than 
£5,000,000 out of the first receipts on account of reparation allocated 
to the Exchequer of the United Kingdom in ex gratia payments to such 
persons, 

The Commissioners are Lord Sumner, Mr. W. E. Horne and Mr. J. 
Sabin, President of the Surveyors’ Institution. 


Delay in Trials. 

The Lord Chancellor and the Home Secretary, says The Times, sftet 
consultation, have decided to appoint a small committee to inquire into 
the delays, which have been brought to the notice of Parliament, in the 
trial of prisoners committed to assizes and quarter sessions. It is ex 
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that Mr. Justice Horridge will be chairman of the Committee of which 
Sir E. J. Ruggles-Brise, who is chairman of the Prison Commission, will 
also be a member. It is hoped that the Committee will make its report 
in time for a scheme to be presented in the next Session of Parliament. 


Local Government of Greater London. 


In a Reply in Parliament of the 11th inst., Sir A. Mond said :—The terms 
of reference for the Royal Commission on the Local Government of Greater 
London have now been approved. They are as follow :— 

To inquire and report what, if any, alterations are needed in the local 
government of the administrative County of London and the surrounding 
districts, with a view to securing greater efficiency and economy in the 
administration of local government services and to reducing any 
inequalities which may exist in the distribution of loca] burdens as 
between different parts of the whole area. 








Societies. 
The International Law Association. 


The thirteenth conference of the International Law Association will be 
opened in the Palace of Peace at The Hague next Tuesday. It will last 
for four days, and in that time jurists and lawyers of many countries will 
discuss problems of international law in the light of the experience of the 
Great War. There is, says The Times, evidence in the list of papers to be 
read that the nations represented have regard to many practical and 
immediate matters of international intercourse. 

Prince Henry of the Netherlands will open the conference, and, after 
some formal procedure, the president, Dr. D. Josephus Jitta, will deliver 
the inaugural address on ‘“‘ The Future of Private International Law.” 
After that divers subjects will be discussed, some of them idealistic, some of 
them of present importance to international trade. On the first day 
advocates of an international court of justice will be heard, and Baron 
Heyking, who was formerly Russian Consul-General in London, will read 
a paper on “The Minorities’ Rights and the Baltic States.” Sir Henry 
Duke, President of the Probate, Divorce,and Admiralty Division, will take 
the chair on the second day at the conference on maritime law—one of 
the most important branches of discussion. Dr. A. K. Kuhn, of the New 
York Bar, will read a paper on the “ Laws of War and the Future.’ In 
the afternoon, Lord Justice Younger has been chosen, because of his 
experience, to preside at a conference on the treatment of prisoners of war. 
Lord Phillimore will preside at the discussion of the ‘* Organizations for 
International Co-operation,”’ and the Lord Chancellor has promised to be 
chairman at the final sitting. 








Obituary. 
Judge Macklin. 


His Honour Judge Macklin, County Court Judge of the West London 
Circuit, died on 18th August in a nursing home at Glasgow while on a 
holiday. 

Albert Romer Macklin, son of the late Albert Macklin, of the Admiralty 
Registry, was born in 1863. From the City of London School he went up 
to Caius College, Cambridge, where he obtained firsts in the Classical 
Tripos of 1884 and the Law Tripos of 1886, winning also the Chancellor's 
medal for English verse. After his call by Lincoln’s Inn in 1889, he went 
the South-Eastern Circuit, and for seven years he was a revising barrister. 
In the second year of the war he was appointed legal adviser to the War 
Trade Department, and in January, 1916, became Judge of Bradford County 
Court, being transferred to West London in 1919. Judge Macklin married 
in 1889, Kate, daughter of Benjamin John Warren, of Deal. 








Legal News. 
Appointments. 


The Lord Chancellor has appointed Mr. Doveias Stuart Gipson, M.C., 
& member of the firm of Messrs, Ward, Perks & Terry, to the office 
of Taxing Master vacant by the resignation of Master Whitehead. 
Mr, Gibbon was admitted in 1908, 


Dissolution. 
Atrrep Davye Hayes and Epmunp Tuomas Fox (Hayes & Fox), 
Solicitors, No. 5 Market-pl., Brigg, Lincoln, and High-st., Scunthorpe, 
Lincoln, ist day of January, 1921. [Gazette, 19th August. 
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General. 


The Times correspondent in a message from Geneva, of 18th August, 
says :—The creation of a permanent International Court of Justice is now 
assured. Impending ratifications by Spain and Haiti bring the number of 
States up to 24, precisely the number necessary for the constitution of the 
Court. 


At Thames Police Court on 10th August, Mr. Cornwall, on behalf of the 
Inland Revenue, applied for between 300 and 400 summonses against 
workmen in respect of income-tax. The magistrate (Mr. Rooth).—I 
understand you have already made application to my colleague (Mr. Cairns), 
and he refused to grant it. Can you give me any authority for my granting 
your request when it has already been refused ? Your right course, if you 
are not satisfied, is to apply to the High Court of Justice for mandamus. 
I also understand my colleague has written to your Commissioners, and 
until he gets an answer has refused to grant process. In my view the 
matter is one for your advisers. 


Mr. Leon Rozelaar, of Kimberley House, Holborn-viaduct, E.C., and 
18 Hollycroft-avenue, Hampstead, who died on 26th June, aged 37, has 
left property of the value of £12,666, The testator directs that no invest- 
ment of capital shall be made in a manner not authorised by law for the 
investment of trust funds unless there shall be at least two trustees at the 
time when such investment is made, and provided that, if a member of the 
Stock Exchange at the request of the trustees shall advise against any 
investment which is not authorised by law for the investment of trust 
funds, then no money shall thereupon be invested therein unless and until 
a member of the Stock Exchange advises that the investment proposed 
is not hazardous, and that its value is likely to remain reasonably stable. 


The Times correspondent in a message from New York of 8th August 
says :—An extraordinary increase in the number of child suicides in the 
United States is reported by the “Save a Life League.” While 225 
children took their own liveg in the first half of 1920, the total for the 
corresponding period of the present year is almost double that number, 
The average age was boys, 16; girls, 15. Most of the girls took poison, 
and the majority of the boys shot themselves. In nearly every case where 
a motive could be discovered it appeared to be fear of schoo] examinations, 
The League reports a world-wide wave of suicidal mania, which is ascribed 
to business depression, economic disturbances, and the general abnormal 
condition of the world following the war. 


The Times correspondent at Plymouth, in a message of 5th August 
says :—An inquiry of unusual character was heid at Saltash to-day under 
the authority of a writ ad quod damnum, It was said to be the first of 
its kind for over a century. The question to be determined was whether 
a certain ferry between Cornwall and Devon known as Antony Passage 
Ferry should be discontinued, with the consequent closing of certain roads, 
and a new ferry substituted for it. The writ issued by the Attorney-General 
required the jury to ascertain whether it would be to the damage or 
prejudice of the Crown or any others to grant a licence to relinquish the 
ancient ferry and set up another. The promoter was MajorGeneral Sir 
teginald Pole-Carew, through whose ground the road to the ferry runs, 
and the opponents were several local authorities. The High Sheriff of 
Cornwall, Mr. John De Cressy Treffry, presided, and there was a jury of 
23 persons, including four women. After a long investigation the pry 
by a majority found against the proposed change, and the old ferry, whic 
was established as early as the reign of Henry II, remains, 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It Is very essential that all Policy Holders should 
lave a detailed valuation of their effects. Property is generally very inadequately 
insured, and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & SONS 
(LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 
auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staflo expert Valuers, and will be glad 
to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, 
works of art, bric-a-brac a speciality —{ADVT. ) 
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Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED. 


Fripay, August 19. 
Sept. 7. J. M. Sharp, 75/7, 


London (Gazette 


Koper? CoURTNEIDGE Ltp 
Shaftesbury-avenue, W.1 


russpay, August 23 


rue TAP¥ SHIPBUILDING, ENGINEWRING AND 
Co. Ltp. Aug. 30. W. Rutter, 2, Stuart-st 
Pur ALLIED ROAD TRANSPORTS (NORTHERN) LTD 
EK. B. Pinckney, 21, Spring-gdns., Manchester 

Sernempan Tis Mixnina Co. Lrp Oct l I 
Station Hill, Redruth, Cornwall 

H. HARRINGTON LtD. Sept.19. W.J 
rd., Catford 

New KHOSYDD SLATE QvakRy Co 
Hughes, Ynystowyn, Portmadoc 

GibonGR BaseLey & Sons Ltp 
131, Edmund-st., Birmingham 


London Gazette 
Dray Dock 
Cardiff 

Sept. 12 


Wickett, 
Cullum 


Lap. Sept. 2. RK. 


Sept. 20. R. A. Felton, 


Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 


London Gazette Fripay, August 19 


fangent Tool Co. (Cosmos) 
Ltd 

Heaperia Newspaper Co. Ltd 

1. W. Moorhouse Lid 

Gireater Buol’s Swiss Cafes 
Ltd 

Wholesale 
Ltd 

The LimefieldManufacturing 
Co. Ltd 

Picturedrome (Bognor) Ltd 

Frank Tatham Ltd 

Ferrate Manufacturing 
Ltd 


Hudson's Electrical Engineer- 
ing Co. Ltd 

John Wardle & Co. Ltd 

Henry Scott, Marks & 
Ltd 

Newman Publishing Co. Ltd. 

Musical Supply The Port Du Salut Dairy Co 

Ltd 


Co 


5B. G. Hamilton Lid 
Hal! Brothers (Manchester) 
Ltd 


Telenews (1914) Ltd 
Lo 


Lon lon Gazette TUESDAY, August 23 


Villette Ltd 
Kentish Shipbuilding and C. P. Knight & Co 
Engineering ¢ Ltd rhe British Textiles 
rhe Taff Shipbuilding, Engin- Millfords Ltd 
eering and Dry Dock Co. H. Harrington Ltd 
Ltd John Mackintosh Ltd 
lrinidad Cons Globe Transport Lid 
flelds Lid . Kelway Bambers’ 
Verrier, Bern ercte Co. Lid 


Ltd 
Ltd. 


didated Oil- 
Lino- 


& Co. Lid 





Bankruptcy Notices. 
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London Gazette FRIDAY, August 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
Finedon, Northampton 


Aug. 1 
Birmingham 


BAKER, (HARLES H 
Pet. Aug. 17. Ord 

BARDILL, ALFRED 
Ord. Aug. 16 

Base, Epwarp A 
Aug. 16 

Beck, WiLtiaAmM W 
Ord. Aug. 15 

DeoKken, H., Cuckfield 


Northampton 


Birmingham. Pet. Aug. 16 


Tiverton. Exeter. Pet. Aug. 16. Ord 


Bed Bedford. Pet. Aug. 15 


Clophill 


Brighton. Pet. July 23, Ord. Aug. 17 


45, Fordel- 


Wheal Arthur Syndicate Ltd. 


| 














| 
| 


| 


BELL, CHARLES F., Kensington. High Court. Pet. July 13. 
Ord. Aug. 15. 

Corgi, EvGEnsg, National Sporting (lub 
Feb. 10. Ord. Aug. 15. 

DAVies, Ropert, Liansannan 


High Court. Pet. 


Wrexham. Pet. Aug. 11. 


, Hooe, Sussex. Hastings. Pet. Aug. 3. 


Dopps, SAMUEL W., Harrington. Whitehaven. Pet. Aug. 16. 
Ord. Aug. 16 

Dyson, ALBERT, Bradford. 
Aug. 17. 
FINDLAY, JAMES, Ross. Hereford. Pet. July 11 
FULFORD, ARTHUR, Sheffield. Sheffield. Pet 
Aug. 17 
GRAYSON, H 
Aug.17 
GRIF¥ITH, HENRY (junior), Blaenau Festiniog 
Pet. Aug. 15. Ord. Aug. 15 

HATHAWAY, ALBERT H., and GRAY, CHARLES, High Wycomlx 
Aylesbury. Pet. Aug. 16. Ord. Aug. 16 

Hopson, ALISON 8., Brighton. Brighton 
Ord. Aug. 17 

Hyps, THOMAS, 
Aug. 16. 

KAYNE, ISAAC, Bishopagats 
Ord. Aug. 17 

MATHUEN, NATHAN, Kensington 
Ord. Aug. 10 

MAXWELL, JouN, 
Ord. Aug. 8 

NAWTON, GBORGE, Seamer 
July 30. Ord. Aug. 16 

NOAKES, HARRY, Smethwick 
Ord. Aug. 16 

Nuts, ALBERT, Blaina 
Aug. 15 

NUTTALL, MARGARET A., Burnley 
Ord. Aug. 15 

OLIVER, ELizaBpeth A., Kingston-upon-Hull. Kingston-upon- 
Huli. Pet. Aug. 17. Ord. Aug. 17 

PARKIN, GeorGse E. L., Ossett. Dewsbury. 
Ord. Aug. 17 

RADFORD, ERNEST, and WYKES 
Nottingham. Pet. Aug. 17. Ord 

Rep, SaARAn, Bishops Lydeard 
Ord. Aug. 16 

Ross, WILLIAM, Northampton 
Ord. Aug. 13 

SANDERSON, EVELYN G., Astcots 
ALbert E., Portsmouth. Northampton 
Ord. Aug. 17 

SWALLOW, WALTER, Kippax, Yorks. Wakefield. Pet. June 15 
Ord. Aug. 15 

VOLLANS, ARTHUR, Southport 
Aug. 16 

WILKINSON, Fanny M., Silsden 
Aug. 16. Ord. Aug. 16 

Witson, Henry L., Staddlethorpe 
Pet. Aug. 17. Ord. Aug. 17 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 

London Gazette of July 15, 1921 

GovTer, Joun R., Ealing. Brentford. Pet. June 8. 

July 13 
London Gazette. —TUBSDAY, August 23 

RECEIVING ORDERS 

Notting Hill. High Court 


Bradford. Pet. Aug. 17. Ord 


Ord. Aug. 17. 
Aug. 17. Ord 


& Co., Hanley. Hanley. Pet. Aug. 8. Ord 


Portmadoc 


Pet. July 29 


Croydon. Croydon Pet. Aug. 16. Ord 


High Court Pet. Aug. 17 


High Court. Pet. May 19 


Twickenham Brentford. Pet. May 6 


Yorks Scarborough Pet, 


West Bromwich. Pet. Aug. 16 


I'redegar Pet. Aug. 15 Ord 


Burnley. Pet. Aug. 15 


Pet. Aug. 17 


LIONEL G., Nottingham 
Aug. 17 
Taunton 


Pet. July 28 


Northampton. Pet. July 19 
Northampton, and Catt 
Pet. July 22 


Preston. Pet. Aug. 6. Ord 


Yorks Bradford. Pet 


Ord. 


Austin, Mavp M Pet. Aug. 20 
Ord. Aug. 20 
BELL, Joun, Cartmel 


Aug. 16. Ord. Aug. 16 


EVIDENCE 


on behalf of Christianity is provided by the 
CHRISTIAN EVIDENCE SOCIETY, 
33 and 34, Craven Street, W.C.2. 


Lancs Larrow-in-Furness. Pet. 








FOR BVSINESS 


Brass NAME PLATES pK RIVATE Ho 


MAILE & SON, FNCRAVES 


= ANT TREET 


Kingston-upon-Hull. 


BENTON, MALCOLM F., Chelmsford. Chelmsford. Pet. Aug. 2 
Ord. Aug. 20. 

Bougne, WILLIAM G., and PARRANT, ALBERT J., Swansea, 
Swansea. Pet. Aug. 18. Ord. Aug. 18. 

BRAISBY, CHARLES, Huddersfield. Huddersfield. Pet. Aug.ig 
Ord. Aug. 19. 

Brown, Ceci. B., Bournemouth. Poole. Pet. Aug. 5. Ong, 

Aug. 19. 

Brows, Ropert O., Sheffield. Pet 
Ord. Aug. 20 

BURCHELL, EDWARD T. 
Aug. 19. 

BuTLer, Percy H., Walthamstow. 
July 16. Ord. Aug. 19. 

Carr, Ep@ar, Halifax. Halifax. Pet. Aug. 20 

Daviges, JouN, Penbryn. Carmarthen. Pet 
Aug. 18 

, Georer W., Harwich. Colchester 

Ord. Aug. 15. 

EeLey, Henry J., Kingsway. 
Ord. Aug. 19 

FINCH, WILLIAM, Birkenhead 
Ord. Aug. 19. 

GOLDSTEIN, Isaac, Notting Hill 
Ord. Aug. 18. 

GoRrpoN, F. D. M., Piccadilly. 
Ord. Aug. 17. 

HILDEBRAND, PHILir, and HILDEBRAND, HENKY, 
Folgate. High Court. Pet. June 21. Ord. Aug. 17 

HOCKLEY, Harry H., Victoria-st. High Court. Pet. July 8. 
Ord. Aug. 17. 

Hoover, Georee J., Warrington. Warrington. Pet. Aug. 19, 
Ord. Aug. 19. 

Lee, WILLIAM, Sheffield. 
Aug. 19. 

Lucas, REGINALD, Walworth 
Ord. Aug. 17. 

MacManon, J. H. G. M., Hounslow. 
Pet. July 26. Ord. Aug. 18. 

MASSHEDER, JOHN, Everingham, Yorks. York. Pet. Aug. 18, 
Ord. Aug. 18. 
MILLEN, SAMUEL R., and CHRISFIELD, FREDERICK, Milton 
Regis. Rochester. Pet. Aug. 18. Ord. Aug. 18 
Morris, Joun J., Pontycymmer. Cardiff. Pet. Aug. 10, 
Ord. Aug. 19. 

Oram, WILLIAM H., Birmingham. Birmingham. Pct. July ®, 
Ord. Aug. 18. 

Parsons, Wiriuam J. D., Birmingham. 
Pet. Aug. 19. Ord. Aug. 19 

PATERSON-LAMBERT, G. H., Southsea 
July 21. Ord. Aug. 19. 

PepLEY, M., Leadenhall-st. 
Ord. Aug. 18. 

PERKINS, RICHARD, Pontesbury. Shrewsbury 
Ord. Aug. 17. 

PLAYER, GEORGE H., Wimbledon 
Pet. Aug. 18. Ord. Aug. 18. 

POWLBY, ALFRED, Leicester. 
Aug. 19. 

ROBERTS, FRANK E., Worcester. Worcester. Pet. Aug. 19 
Ord. Aug. 19. 

SIMPSON, FREDERICK, Rushden. Northampton. Pet. July 23. 
Ord. Aug. 17. 

SINGER, THOMAS, Hackney. 
Ord. Aug. 18. 

SmiruH, Georos M., Portsmouth. Portsmouth. Pet. Aug. 13. 
Ord. Aug. 13. 

STOKES, HENRY F., Kensington. High Court 
Ord. Aug. 18. 

WINDSOR, CHARLES, Westminster. High Court 
Ord. Aug. 18. 

London Gazette. —TUESDAY, August 23. 

ANNULLING, REVOKING OR RESCINDING 


ORDER. 
Forta, J High Court. Nature and Date of Order 


Annulled and Rescinded—Adjudication, June 24, 1921; 
Receiving Order, May 31, 1921. Date of Annulment and 


Reacission—Aug. 15, 1921. 
[7 is very important that one’s Keys should 
be registered by a reliable Company. You 
should ring up 1445 Clerkenwell to-day, and ask 
the British Key Registry about it, or write 
London Office, 64, Finsbury Pavement, E.C.2. 


—_——— 


Sheffield Aug. ®, 
Pet. June 21. Ord, 
Pet, 


Ord. Aug. 2, 
Aug. 18. Ord. 


Aug. 16, 
June 2, 


High Court. 
High Court 


Pet 


High Court. Pet 


Liverpool Pet. Aug. 19, 


High Court. Pet. July 1. 


High Court. Pet. Feb. 21. 


Nortea 


Sheffield. Det. Aug. 19. Ond. 


High Court. et. July 4 


Kingston (Surrey). 


Birmingham 
Pet. 


Portsmouth 


High Court. Pet. July 
Pet. Aug. 17. 
Kingston (Surrey). 


Leicester. Pet. Aug. 19. Ord, 


High Court. Pet. June lt. 


Pet. March 23. 
Pet. July 18. 


ORDER 











THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE CO. LTD, 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL 


for selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, ETC., ETC. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete policy ever offered to householders 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY 


LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 








~. SPECIALISTS 


all 


Risks 


Covers 


Suitable Clauses 


for 


under 


One Document for One Inclusive Premium 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Insertion in Leases and Mortgages 


of 


Licensed Property settled by Counsel will be sent on application. 
For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), WC2 





Aug.19 
» Ord 


Aug. ® 


Aug. 17 
Surrey) 


). Ord 


Aug. 13 
March 23 


t. July 18 


CIN DING 


Order 
24, 1921; 


ent and 


holders. 


remium. 





